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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04·233

I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted. '

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particUlarly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) , The FCC must not turn every radio station into a pUblic forum where anyone ~nd everyone ~as

rights to air time. PrQP-Qs~d public access reql,lirementswould do so - even if ~ r~ligioLIS braadc;;aster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbiCis imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of progr.amming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposa/sto force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
alit2i.matidall~ Biarrei:!'Jro.m.rou_tio.e, renewal application process,ing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.
...' .tt? ':. ,.1.11\1_._ • _0" __ • __ • _ _

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keepi'ng the electricity flowing is often a challe]Jg§!!J ~.y~J..the G9.mmisaion..proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff-presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
1:',~j§jng..99st~ withJ!les~ Qf~P9§als would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
pUblic interest. \1q'l,,:;ee '

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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April 9, 2008

Received &Insoected
The Secretary, Federal Communications Commission
445 12th St., Southwest
Washington DC 20554

re: Proposed Rule Changes, ref#04-233
Radio Rules and Regulations
Public comments

Dear Secretary,

APR 1~ Z008

FCC Mal•..~,-"n

-c,.'

Thank you for taking the time to review my comments with regard to the proposed rule changes
within the radio broadcasting media/industry.

First I would like to thank you for all the effort you spend on my and the public's behalfto make
the radio medium and industry to be ofthe highest quality and value to the broad spectrum that
makes up our society.

.'

With regard to the upcoming proposed rule changes I would appreciate ifyou could take into,
consideration the significant impact they could have on the smaller (less 500 watt) local radio
stations, providing a great deal of diversity (Oh very tight budgets) to a listening public that loves
and relies on small stations providing special programming (such as stations providing good and
"memory"type music from the 40s, 50s and 60s) to an older public that would otherWise exist in
a very lonely and isolated world. For an older public, that often lives in increasing isolation, the
viability ofthe small station is important. '

I atp. sw:e your intent inthese .changes is to improve and add to the positive parameters ofthe
broadcasting media. Given that, my comments and concerns are directed more to the form and
process ofthe proposed changes that will be used to implement them, and not so much to the
substance Icontent ofthe changes which I trust you deem will provide the most value- overall- to
the listening public.

I know in regulation, you have the opportunity to shape, as well as regulate the field. Therefore
with regard to some ofthe changes, I would etlcourage your consideration ofadvanc41g some of
th~s,e changes in'the form of 'softer' issuances, such as guidelines or 'letters/bulletins' rather than
'harder' regulation, thus giving the small budget stations, on limited resources, an opportunity of
time and transition to change and shape their operations to implement and provide a conforming
operation.



I know that last year, the sudden increase in licensing fees (five to ten fold) caused serious
financial difficulties for the smaller station. I feel that changes that may be considered less major
in the overall regulation ofthe media, be given leeway in their time frame of implementation,
such that the smaller station is not seriously impacted in its operation by being required to
expend much resources over a short time, to the detriment of its operation and quality.

In general, the smaller stations that I listen to already are very sensitive to the public and offer
much in the way ofinformation supporting the industry in public health and safety. rthink that
working with local communities is something that could be phased in over time and actually
happens in most cases, naturally, without regulation, as the smaller station tends to he much more
sensitive to being part ofthe community than the larger stations.

I also believe that in today's world ofadvanced technologies, providing sophisticated monitoring
and communication tools, full time presence at a station is not a necessity as long as.the station
operators always have access to the programming even ifit's in the form ofremote access and
station monitoring system that provide continuous electronic information as to station status.
After all look at the current state ofbroadcasting/communication in our world today which is so
highly dependent on a network of satellites (that certainly do not have full time human presence).

Thank you for your consideration ofthese comments,
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. :~thjt~D~M'11)},r ~I.:asea~:'i. ,:~4j~Q(1JSi' 'inMB :Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules" policies or propedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
P~C?P'qsal~discussed,in theN~RM, if,enacted, w,?uld ~o~~q"'7 and must not be adopted. ,

• • • 'i' ~...: :.... • " ,~, . • J,' •

. . ~ . ~ . I.,:. ~.J' 1 : .' • I , t"',! • • ., " .

(1) Th? FCC ml:Jst not force ra'di6"statiQrj~;-~speci~lIy'religjoLJ~ ,bro~dcasters, to take advice from
people Who do'not sh~r~ their::,val"ues., tq'E1~NPRM~s proposed .advisory board proposals'would
impo~a sU¢h uncdh.stituti'onal" l)1ai1d,ate~.:· B,eligious~qro~dcasters who resist advice from those who
don't 'share their Values could face'increased harassfiient, complaints and '~ven ioss of license for
choosing to follow their own cqnsciences, rather than allowing incompatible vieWpoints to shape their
programming. Th~ F:irst Am~ndment prohibits government, including the FC,C, fr9m dictating what
viewpoints a broadcaster, particularly 'a religious broadcaster, must present. '

"' . ,

, '

(2) The FCC must riot turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access reqUirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition. of message
delivery mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by an~ government
~gency - and proposals to forc;:e reporti,ng ~I"!'such things as who produced what programs would
intrude o,n constitutionally-prot~cted editorial choices. '

'. '

(4) Many C,h'rl~tian.broadg?sters: bperc;ite on ,t!ght buqg~t~, ,as do many"smaller market secular
stations. Keeping th,e ~Ieefricityjlqvitin'g i~~prt~-ri a..ctial.l~rj~~. Yet, t~e Commi,ssion propo~es to further
squ~eze ~:~che aQ"d s~atl~r'm~~~~t})tqad'Qa~~~($':',?y"sLibstantially r?ising costs in two ways: (a) by
reqUiring staff presence whenever'8 station'is on the air'a'nd, (b) by further restricting main studio
location ~hoices. Raising 90sts with t~ese_propo~a,ls Vl(ould, f<?~ceservice. cutbacks - and curtailed
service is contrary'to 1he, p~pl}b infer~~t.'··', ' ~ ...j; I ': _ '... _' ,.. ' ,

." .. ', ",
: - ~..
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We urge'the'FCC not to adopt rules, 'procedures or policies discussed above.

Signature 'an ate

f!n~£. )1!),)eiL
Name a Address

Mail By April 14, 2008 to:
The Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW
Washington, DC 20554
Attn: Chief, Media Bureau

Received & Insoected

APR 1ti 2008

FCC Mail .',,-,vlTl
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.. I sU~Iil1'it;~he follo.wing! ~(),9Jm~.r:-~in res.ponse to the ~ocalismNotice of Propo~e~.~~ls~~\j1g
. (the~~N:P~M:"h"·re·leased·Jan. 24, 2008, In MB Docket No. 04..ie~Neu \J. In

~AriY:.Ij!3W FC'd rlil~~', p~li~ie~~,~r~~x~c~dures ~ust,no~ .v!ol?ltE\l:Kir~t--AlJlefldrn~nt rights~~n~~JDP~f
'p'roposals discu$§-edjp'ttii:f.-NP-RM, if enac~ed,woulQ .ctQ§{J.-;- ~nd..,m~Js1!OOt be adoFted. M Tl
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(1) The FCC "nju~t' noi force:~aaia,~~<!lt~~q~S~;,~p~ciall}:;teJig~'1~pr[.Dad~,asters.;-to take advice from
people who-ao t;:l9t.share theIr ~al'ne~~.!h.e.J\!~~~M's P~0p'..o~~d:adyi~~l7Y,boardproposals, would
Impose such unconstitutional mandates. ReligIous broadcasters who resist advice from those who
don't share th~i.r Vc;llu6? co,:!ld, f~c~ in.pr~Sls@p-ha·rassment, complaints and even loss of license for
choosing to"foll~W'th.~ir own conscieI1;G~s; ·ratger.than ano~ing iAoompatible 'viewpoints to shape their
progra~ming. The Fi(st.AmendmeIit-prohib.its..gqvernment, i~.Q.luding the FCC;-from dictating what
viewpqints a broadcaster, ~~rticularly a: religious broadcaster, must present. ...'

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public fOfl;lAl where anyone and-everyone Ras
rights to air time. Proposed pUblic aCCIess /ieqwi/ierments we.l::I:le'l!I.€> s.~ .... e~en if a religious broadoaster
conscientiously objects to tlnre ~~~tg~~r-;·o!.~eAt ft):r@i<ds ,rm~osrfion ofmessage-- -
delivery mandates on any religion. .-'

(3) The FCC must not, force revelation of,~pecific editorJal·decisiol1-making information. The choice
0.fprogramming, espe'Cia~IY',religioJ:Js program'm.iflg, is. oot properly dictated by any government
agency - and prbpo"sa,I,s to force reporting on such things as who .produced wtlat programs would
intrude on COri~titLitionally-protect~d·.editori~1 c.hoices. ' .' - ':~: . .' ,-

J ~ • .: • '. •• •

. (' • ''::: .,' . _'. _ ...• :'.. ...' 'l'

(4) Many CHristian brQadcasters operate gnJi9I)t,buQg~t~},~~QJ:blT)~ny.smallermarket secular
statiOt1l? Ke~pin'g the erectriCity f"jwin,~~I$,,:o~~QkCht;\II~~;,,/Yc.e~;thete'Ommtssion proposes to further
squeeze niche' and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by
requi~i~g stflff pr~~~nqer w~eneyera s~at!pnj~ o!lj:h~ aJSa.f!d, (.P)r:byAurjtne.n ~estricting main studio
I?c~tiqrn~h<?t.c~~i)~~i&jp,Q_C9~ts V\fjt~ ~~S~ pr-9pq,~~I~.;woul~~fQrc~~~rvioEQcl1tba€ks.-and curt.ailed
servies i~ contrary'to the public interest.

. ~:' ~.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.

Mail By April 14, 2008 to:
The Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW
Washington, DC 20554
Attn: Chief, Media Bureau
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Comments in· 'Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaklng ~?R
MB !Jacket No. 04..233 . "C \\J\al' . <-' ....

I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed ~5(emaking (the
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted. .

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would. impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any r.eligion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrUde on.
constitutionally-protected editorial choioes.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would b~

automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special rer.lewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themsetves would amount to coercion of

,., ,.,. reljgio':l.~ broaqcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
corre.spond to their beJiefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight bUdgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flOWing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission'proposes to' further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence'whenever astation'ison·the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with the ego Is uld for ice cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public intere~t:.ll!!9:ve fie ifin 0 a -. 0 !me1 ~ . ~ 'b~ , e
Rt.tlJ1§d/18O'YIIlTiJe oW"' e ,~f6flfal}2~-sttfti.QnlPI:.QSf:mr;e'!!Jttl' Ej1;y~BItUJ11mi#:. #

I urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.

4-9-2008
Date

1516 Forrest Street

Gary Brummitt

Former station manager (30 years in broadcasting)

Title (if any)

Address

Phone

Anderson, IN. 46012-4145

765-621-2115



Comments In Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04·233

I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
"NPRM"). released Jan. 24. 2008, In MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules. policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM. if enacted. would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations. especially religious broadcasters. to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences. rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government. inclUding the FCC. from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster.
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present. .

(2) The FCC must not tum every radio station into a pUblic forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition ofmessage delivery
mandateson anY"religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation ofspecific editorial decision~aking information. The choice
ofprogramming. especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would Intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight bUdgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet. the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by SUbstantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staffpresence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further re~tricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interesl

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.

~~~~"~~J:
, .. ' ~\

Signature

Name

Title (if any)

Organization (if any)

Date

2& 2S 120/1;1/ lUoo~ /r-;;
Address

Phone
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I submit the following comments response
(the"NPRII").released Jans

zu

the localism Noticf:! of Proposed Rulemaking
2008. in 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the if enacted, do so - and must not adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations. especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed adVisory board proposals would
impose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist adVice from those who
don't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even los$ oflicense for
choosing to follow their own consciences. rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
programming. The First Amendment prohibits government. the FCC. from dictating what
viewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster. must present.

(2) The FCC must not tum every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
delivery mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, not any government
agency - and proposals to force on such things as programs would
intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budglets,
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a cha.nlel1~;;e.

squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters,
requiring staff presence whenever a station is
location chOices. Raising costs pnlPCI$a·ISVl'Ould
service is contrary to the interest.

malnv ~m~lk~r n',~r,lc.Qt secular
Comrr)iss,ion pro~poses to further

ways: (a) by
~rtt'U:!>r n;::li(::tTa,MJf\1'l main studio

~lrvl('~ c:un)a(~s - and curtailed

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.

Name and Address

Mail By April 14. 2008 tQ:
The Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street. SW
Washington, DC 20554
-\ttn: Chiet: Media Bureau

Recei\led & lllsnerted

APR 1:J zooa



I submit the following comments in responsetQthel..ocalism Notice ofProposed Rulemaking
(the"NPRM"), released J.an.24,2008, in MBDocket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must .not violate First Amendmentrights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do'so - and must notbe adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed ~dvisory board proposals would ,
impose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
don't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and ~wen loss of..license for
choosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
programming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what
viewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must riot turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone hCls
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious bTpadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
delivery mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency - and proposals to force reporting on such things as who producaclwhat programs would
intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets,asdo many sm~nermarket secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowingiisoften a challenge. Xet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smallermarketbroadcasters,bysy~~t~Dtial.lyraisingicQ~tsintwoways: (a) by
requiring staff presence whenever a station is onJhe2iirang.'i(l:»byfurtherrestricting main studio
location choices. Raising costs with these proposalswOl.lldforce service cutbacks - and curtailed
service is.contraryto the public interest.

. .

We u'rge the FCCnot'to adopfrules,' procedures or polici~S}(jJ$!gW$sedabove.

Mail By April 14, 2008 to:
The Secretary
Federal Communications Commission '
445 12th Street, SW
Washington, DC 20554
Attn: Chief, Media Bureau
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i submit the following comments in response to the localism Notice of Proposed\WLibri,~~q~g
(the"NPR1\4ISS

), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. ~ I." .'Fl;C hi!;'),,· > >. ,I

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, do so - must be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would
impose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
don't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
choosing to follow their own consciences, rather than incompatible viewpoints to shape their
programming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what
viewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not tum every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to message. The First Amendment imposition of message
delivery mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency ~ and proposals to force reporting on $uchthings as Who produced what programs would
intrude on constitutionally-protected editolialchoices.

Phr,,,,t,,,,, ... broadcasters operate
KeeOilna the electricity flowing .is

and ~m:::llll;l~r: blroad~~stE~rs,

m:::m\l smallE~r ITlarlKet secular
Cormrnissio!n proposes to further

two ways: (a) by
.."""",+...i~'tin,,.. main studio

QQI""I#lt""Q clLftb,ac~cs- and curtailed

urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.



Comments in Response Notice or·PrQ~$ectRlI'emakihg

MB Docket No. 04-233

I submit the following Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24. 2008, in

First Amendment rights. A number of
- and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must notfQrce radio stati()~lSjl;l~~~i'-ilIIYirEll,,~I~u$ broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM'sprOPO$ed~~Yi~OrYbOard proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasterswhoresist EVicafrorn those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of Ileensi'for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible Viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government. including the FCC, from dictating What viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a pUblic forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routin~irenewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of ~~~Ii~ntsby the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those Vl'h() stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christianl:>r9~9casters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market seCUlar
stations. Keeping the electripitYnCl\Ning is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller l1'l~r~~tbroadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a statij')rris on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these propo~f$would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rtiles, procedures or policies discussed above.

APR 1 5 2008
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233

I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits govemment, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not tum every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselveswould amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences andpresentonlythe messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flOWing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04·233

I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not tum every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight bUdgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity floWing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by SUbstantially raising costs in twoways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A nu
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advicel'ft'l'7l"l'r-"'----""
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaki
~NPRMP), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Comments in Response to localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233

(2) The FCC must not tum every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classasof applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight bUdgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.

Date
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Signature
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By Mail

Send a letter,
specifying what the
FCC must not do
and why. Make
sure you place the
docket number on
top of the letter to
be sure it is
delivered to the
correct office: MB
Docket No. 04
233, Comments in
Response to
Localism Notice of
Proposed
Rulemaking.

Download
Sample
Comments (pdf
Idoc)

Mail your
comments, so they

(~~iZ,tOO8to:
~-- ....-"e Secretary

Federal
Communications
Commission
445 12th Street,
SW
Washington, DC
20554
Attn: Chief,
Media Bureau.

The Secretary
Federal
Communications
Commission
9300 East
Hampton Drive
Canitn) Hei2'ht!i&.

By Internet

Visit the

Communication
Commission

(FCC)

You must enter
the box

marked
then

complete all the
required form
entries as
name address)
and as many of the
optional entries as
appropriate.

You then have two
options for
presenting
comments:

Type comments
in the text box at
the bottom of the
web page marked
"Send a Brief
Comment to FCC
(typed-in)"
OR

Upload a
document using the
box marked "Send
Comment Files to
FCC
(Attachments),"
taking care to

Write ... 7 ..... ,. ... _

Senators &

Congressman

You can also write to your Senators and
Congressman. Ten them that freedom of
religion and freedom of speech are
threatened. Describe the problematic
FCC proposals and the harm they will
cause, if they are adopted.

Contact information for your Senator
is available at

Contact information your
Congressmanisav~lj~ble
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RECEIVED &INSPECTIO

APR 1 5 2008

FCC..MAlLF!00M
CITY OF

MADISON
April 8, 2008

• 404 6th Avenue • Madison. Minnesota 56256

• (320) 598-7373 Office
• (320) 598-7376 Fax

The Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW
Washington, DC 20554
Attn: Chief, Media Bureau

Dear Sir or Madam;

I am writing in regards to MB Docket No. 04-233. Ofparticular concern i::; a provision that
would reinstate an old FCC rule requiring broadcast stations to be staffed during all hours of
operations. I believe such a rule is antiquated and would result in reduced radio service.

Our local radio station and many others in western Minnesota are operated 2417. However, if
this rule is passed, it would be impossible for many ofour local stations to avoid a reduction in
hours of service. This rule would result in reduced service, especially for small communities and
rural areas. Moreover, this rule is not necessary because the staff at our local radio station and
many others in the area reside locally. During severe weather events and emergencies, the local
radio personnel are among the fIrst to be alerted and the station is always staffed, regardless of
the hour, until the weather or situation has cleared the area.

I am very pleased with the level ofservice provided by our local radio station. I strongly
discourage any rules that would reduce the current level of local radio service.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

(Y\J)Jfv~
Matt Skaret
City Manager
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• Madison. Minnesota 56256
• (320) 598-7373 Office
• (320) 598-7376 Fax

The Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW
Washington, DC 20554
Attn: Chief, Media Bureau

Dear Sir or Madam;

I am 'Writing in regards to MB Docket No. 04-233. Ofparticular concern i~ a provision that
would reinstate an old FCC rule requiring broadcast stations to be staffed during all hours of
operations. rbelieve such a rule is antiquated and would result in reduced radio service.

Our local radio station and many others in western Minnesota are operated 2417. However, if
this rule is passed, it would be impossible for many of our local stations to avoid a reduction in
hours of service. This rule would result in reduced service, especially for small communities and
rural areas. Moreover, this rule is not necessary because the staff at our local radio station and
many others in the area reside locally. During severe weather events and emergencies, the local
radio personnel are among the ftrst to be alerted and the station is always staffed, regardless of
the hour, until the weather or situation has cleared the area.

I am very pleased with the level of service provided by our local radio station. I strongly
discourage any niles that would reduce the current level of local radio service.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

fY\,cUb~
Matt Skaret
City Manager
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CITY OF

MADISON
April 8,2008

• 404 6th Avenue • Madison. Minnesota 56256
• (320) 598-7373 Office
• (320) 598-7376 Fax

The Secretary ,
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW
Washington, DC 20554
Attn: Chief, Media Bureau

Dear Sir or Madam;

I am writing in regards to :MB Docket No. 04-233. Of particular concern i~ a provisi~n that
would reinstate an old FCC rule requiring broadcast stations to be staffed during all hours of
operations. I believe such a rule is antiquated and would result in reduced radio service.

Our local radio station and many others in western Minnesota are operated 2417. However, if
this rule is passed, it would be impossible for many ofour local stations to avoid a reduction in
hours of service. This rule would result in reduced service, especially for small communities and
rural areas. Moreover, this rule is not necessary because the staff at our local radio station and
many others in the area reside locally. During severe weather events and emergencies, the local
nidio personnel are among the first to be alerted and the station is always staffed, regardless of
the hour, until the weather or situation has cleared the area.

I am very pleased with the level of service provided by our local radio station. I strongly
discourage any rules that would reduce the current level of local radio service.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

fhtUb~
Matt Skaret
City Manager
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• Madison. Minnesota 56256
• (320) 598-7373 Office
• (320) 598-7376 Fax

The Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW
Washington, DC 20554
Attn: Chief, Media Bureau

Dear Sir or Madam;

I am writing in regards to MB Docket No. 04-233. Of particular concern i~ a provision that
would reinstate an old FCC rule requiring broadcast stations to be staffed during all hours of
operations. I believe such a rule is antiquated and wOl,lld result in reduced radio service.

Our local radio station and many others in western Minnesota are operated 2417. However, if
this rule is passed, it would be impossible for many of our local stations to avoid a re~uction in
hours of service. This rule would result in reduced service, especially for small co~unities and
rural areas. Moreover, this rule is not necessary because the staff at our local radio station and
many others in the area reside iocally. During severe weather events and emergencies, the local
radio personnel are among the first to be alerted and the station is always staffed, regardless of
the hour, until the weather or situation has cleared the area.

I am very pleased with the level of service provided by our local radio station. I strongly
discourage any rules that would reduce the current level of local radio service.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

(hcUb~
Mart Skaret
City Manager
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FCC..MAILROOM
CITY OF

MADISON
April 8, 2008

• 404 6th Avenue • Madison. Minnesota 56256
• (320) 598-7373 Office
• (320) 598-7376 Fax

The Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW
Washington, DC 20554
Attn: Chief, Media Bureau

Dear Sir or Madam;

I am writing in regards to MB Docket No. 04-233. Ofparticular concern i~ a provision that
would reinstate an old FCC rule requiring broadcast stations to be staffed during all hours of
operations. I believe such a rule is antiquated and would result in reduced radio service.

Our local radio station and many others in western Minnesota are'operated 24/7. Ho:wever, if
this rule is passed, it would be impossible for many ofour local stations to avoid a reduction in
hours of service. This rule would result in reduced service, especially for small communities and
rural areas. Moreover, this rule is not necessary because the staff at our local radio station and
many others in the area reside locally. During severe weather events and emergenci(is, the local
radio personnel are among the first to be alerted and the station is always staffed, regardless of
the hour, until the weather or situation has cleared the area.

I am very pleasedwith the level ofservice provided by our local radio station. I strongly
discourage any rules that would reduce the current level oflocal radio service.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

fr\.OJh~
Matt Skaret
City Manager
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